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treasurer's we supped again; and I desired him to let me
add four shillings to the bill I gave him. We sat up till
two, yet I must write to little MD.
1 8. They are all gone early this morning; and I am
alone to seek my fortune; but Dr. Arbuthnot engages me
for my dinners; and he yesterday gave me my choice of
place, person, and victuals for to-day. So I chose to dine
with Mrs. Hill, who is one of the dressers, and Mrs.
Masham's sister, no company but us three, and to have
a shoulder of mutton, a small one, which was exactly, only
there was too much victuals besides; and the Dr/s wife13
was of the company. And to-morrow Mrs. Hill and I are
to dine with the Doctor. I have seen a fellow often about
Court, whom I thought I knew; I asked who he was, and
they told me it was the gentleman porter; then I called
him to mind; he was KillyV4 acquaintance (I won't say
yours) I think his name is Lovet, or Lovel,15 or something
like it. I believe he does not know me, and in my present
posture I shall not be fond of renewing old acquaintance;
I believe I used to see him with the Bradleys;16 and by
the way, I have not seen Mrs. Bradley since I came to
England. I left your letter in London, like a fool; and
cannot answer it till I go back, which will not be until
Monday next: so this will be above a fortnight from my
13  Her name is in doubt. In Memories of the Arbuthnots of Kincardine-
shire and Abe rdeenshire (1902), p. 160, it is suggested that 'Wemyss' may-
have been her maiden name. The burial register of St. James's, Piccadilly,
gives her Christian name as Margaret. She died in 1730.  See also L. M.
Beattie, John Arbuthnot* p. 410 and note.
14  Perhaps a mistake for Kelsey, who was physician to Sir William
Temple.   See Julia Longe, Martha Lady Giffard^ pp. 212-14; H. E.
Woodbridge, Sir William Temple, p. 236.
15  John Lovet, one of the Yeomen Porters at Court. He seems -at one
time to have had some connexion with Moor Park (post, p. 375).
16  Four members of the family are mentioned in the Journal.  Mrs.
Bradley was a servant to Lady Giffard (Julia Longe, Martha Lady Gijfard,
p. 21 3) ; and a daughter was later dismissed from her service (post, p.' 543).
Perhaps the cMrs. Brackley* mentioned in a letter of John Barber (Corrtsp.
ii. 172) was Mrs. Bradley.
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